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Remarks 

Claims 2-4, 8, 9, 11, 12, 17-24, 26, 27, 29-32, 34, 35 and 38-41 were pending in the 
present application, all of which claims have been canceled without prejudice or disclaimer of 
the subject matter therein. Claims 42-67 have been newly added. It is respectfully submitted that 
the pending claims define allowable subject matter. 

Claims 2-4, 8, 9, 1 1, 12, 17-24, 26, 27, 29-32, 34, 35 and 38-41 have been rejected under 
35 USC § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Telephony Online (January 10, 2000: 
http://telephoneyonline.com/mag/telecom_fans_choiceseats_interactive/ )in view of Kuenster 
(WO 94/1 1 855). Applicants respectfully traverse these rejections for reasons set forth hereafter. 

The applied prior fails to teach or suggest a system and method as claimed. The system 
as claimed now, generally includes an interface, a mixer, and a user interface. The interface 
receives video signals from local and remote sporting events, the mixer mixes the video content 
and a user interface, coupled to the mixer, receives inputs from the user that instruct the mixer to 
mix desired combinations of the video event signals. The system also includes multiple 
broadcast antenna located to service different regions where a first antenna is configured to 
wireless transmit signals to portable devices within a corresponding service area that includes a 
local event. The combined signal is configured to allow a user to select individually the video 
event content of interest to view on one of the portable devices. The system further includes a 
control unit to designate which of the multiple broadcast antenna are to receive the combined 
signal, as well as a router capable of routing the combined signals to one or more of the multiple 
broadcast antenna that are designated to receive the combined signals. The applied prior art fails 
to teach or suggest any such system. 

As recognized in the Office Action, the ChoiceSeats reference does not teach or suggest 
to use portable video devices and similarly does not teach or suggest a system having the claimed 
structure that mixes and routes combined signals to multiple broadcast antenna. The ChoiceSeats 
reference simply describes a traditional system in which monitors are hardwired into table tops 
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and seat headrest within specific seats in stadium suites. The ChoiceSeats system is not available 
to the vast majority of the individuals attending a sporting event, but instead is limited to only 
those able to afford amenities associated with stadium seats. The ChoiceSeats reference relies on 
an entirely local network and does not teach, suggest or otherwise contemplate the management 
and mixing of local and remote sporting events to create desired combinations and then 
designating and routing such combines signals to designated broadcast antenna at various 
locations. 

The secondary reference to Kuenster fails to make up for the deficiencies of the 
ChoiceSeats reference. Kuenster simply concerns a portable video display system that is carried 
by one individual. Kuenster is not at all concerned with a system and method for providing 
sporting event content from local and remote sporting events through a broadcast network of 
antenna. Neither Kuenster nor the ChoiceSeats reference describe a mixer and user interface that 
includes the claimed limitations. 

The independent method claim is neither anticipated nor rendered obvious for reasons set 
forth above in connection with the system claim. Among other things, neither the ChoiceSeats 
reference nor Kuenster teach or suggest to receive at a user interface user inputs to designate 
desired combinations of video event signals from local and remote sporting events. Nor do the 
ChoiceSeats reference and Kuenster teach or suggest the process of received signals of a mixer 
based on the user input to generate at least one combined signal that is then routed to one or 
more designated antenna and wirelessly transmitted to portable devices within a corresponding 
service region of the designated antenna that includes the local event. 
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In view of the foregoing comments, it is respectfully submitted that the prior art fails to 
teach or suggest the claimed invention. Should anything remain in order to place the present 
application in condition for allowance, the Examiner is kindly invited to contact the undersigned 
at the telephone number listed below. 

Respectfully Submitted, 



Date: November 18,2009 



Dean Small, Reg. No.: 34,730 

THE SMALL PATENT LAW GROUP 

225 S. Meramec, Suite 725 

St. Louis, Missouri 63105 

(314)584-4081 
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